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The Board adopts the findings of fact of the Hearing Examiner.
The Board also finds as a fact that the clai-mant remained
unab1e to do any type of work until the week beginnj-ng August
76, 1992, but was fu1ly capabJ-e after that date to perform the
services of her primary occupation as a schoofteacher.

The Board reverses the concfusi-ons of law of the Hearing
Examiner. The Robj-nson case deal-t with availability for work
not abili-ty to work. A claimant need not be abfe to do every
type of work that she has ever done in order to be able to
work within the meanj-ng of 58-903 of the l-aw. Where the
claj-mant remains able to do the type of work which she has
customarily perf ormed on a ful-l--time basis, that cf aimant.
cannot be disqualified under SB-903 for being unab1e to
perform an additionaf type of work which she customarily
performed on a part-time basis.

Since the c-l-aimant became able to work at her primary
occupation during the week beginning August 16,7992, the
penalty will be fifted as of that date.

DECI S ION

The cl-aimant is not abl-e to work within the meaning of Section
B-903 of the Labor and Employment Articfe from the week
beginning July 72, 7992 through August 15, 1992. She j_s
disqualifi-ed from the receipt of benefits for that period.

Beginning with the week beginning August 16, 1992, the
cfaimant was abl-e to work within the meaning of 58-903 of the
Labor and EmpJ-oyment Article. No dj_squalification is imposed
based on ability to work after that date.

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is modified.
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